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Dear Mr. Kecks 
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particularly by i-plV^S ^at Carroll^ ^^P ha(J ignored 

editing of Case Open a . of Oswald. It appears that 
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Meagher was- 

My spec i f ic areas of interest ^ 

di sinf ornat io^regarding^al ^three assassinations, and the 

same for the academe community. 

% i am not familiar with these FBI documents from the late 
1160’s regarding the tramps— do they attempt to name them? 
Does Harold analyze these documents in one of his boohs? Why 
should we trust the FBI’s "investigation" of the tramps? The 
thing that bothers me about Harold’s approach is that he 
cat egorical 1 y rules out any possible assassination role for 
the tramps. How or why does he know they were not involved? 

m not suggesting that they were involved. But with all the 
other suspicious aspects of this case, it seems foolish t 
rule out that possibility. It seem* f r, 4 -^, 4 - 
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' fjossjDi x isy. xt seems to me that many 

prominent early researchers were put in the awkward positi 
of haying to either defend or refute many ideas and 
theories, some of which were obviously wrong. I believe th 
this has led to some over-reactions and being defensive. 
Since the government is the custodian of the evidence, 
critics should be on the offensive. 
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Sincere 1 y, 

T on De Vr i es 
805 Kendal wood N. E. 

Brand Rapids, MI. 49505 
<616) 363-3578 (home) 

(616) 771-2745 <office-8-4 EST) 
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